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they interpreted it. The spirit which revealed Itself as Syn-
dicalism is latent in every Labour section which has been led
to accept Direct Action as the means of forcing the will of
so-called Labour on the nation. And Labour leaders are at
least as ready as any other politicians to subordinate their policy
to their personal ambitions and their personal antagonisms.

There are men in the rank, and file of the Direct Action
movement who perfectly realise that their delegates may work
more for their personal advancement than for the interest of
their supporters; and they meet such criticisms as the fore-
going by saying that disloyal delegates can be superseded. But
even that optimism recognizes that every attempt at separatist
control of the nation's destinies involves endless risks of indi-
vidual self-assertion, which make possible the ascendancy of
the most unscrupulous when they know how to "swing" the
opinion of the mass in their favour. It is a strange form of
credulity that relies on a perfect operation of good faith and
good sense within the covered area of a Labour organisation,
while refusing to accept the open electoral system on the score
of its being controlled by sinister interests.

True, the open electoral system means the frequent deference
of multitudes of electors to policies of self-interest and class-
interest to wire-pullers and to clap-trap. But is not that very
fact the proof that the mass is still capable of being misled ? And
does it give any ground for the belief that the device of Direct
Action will secure the adoption of only wise policies? There is
this saving difference between the Parliamentary system and the
ideal of Direct Action, that under the former disputes must be
thrashed out in the open among men representing many if not
all points of view; and that thus every policy must run the
gauntlet of criticism. True, the majority vote against the
weight of the evidence, But at least the evidence is published,
and in time it carries the day. Under the Parliamentary sys-
tem it is generally possible for the individual elector to know
the merits of a case if he will take the trouble. But under a
system of Direct Action the acting Directorate would never
know the arguments against their plan until they had forced its
acceptance. Thus far, there has been no adequate general crit-
icism of any one of the schemes for which Direct Action h
proposed to be taken.

If there is to be any good future for either Labour or the
nation (which we are now being taught to regard as different